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5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . This Office action is in response to applicant's paper filed 12/14/2006. Claims 29-31, 
33-38, 40-45, 47-52, 54-57 are pending. 

2. The examiner withdraws the anticipated rejection to Iwami based on applicant's claim 
amendment(s). As such, please find a new rejection as necessitated by amendment. With 
respect to the rejection, Iwami teaches a digitally-stored look-up table in FIG. 18 which is found 
on server 20. The lookup-table further contains COST telephone numbers as extension numbers 
311 and DNT addresses as Communication Terminal Addresses 312. Iwami may not clearly 
teach that the Communication Terminal Addresses 312 are IP addresses for accessing the 
Internet. In particular, the Communication Terminal Addresses appear to be in IP format and 
Iwami further supports TCP/IP and UDP/IP, see e.g., column 17, lines 45-50. Thus the examiner 
proposes to modify the Iwami reference to include IP as the LAN addresses 31 1 by including the 
obviousness rejection in view of Chang. In addition, the examiner notes that Chang further 
supports a lookup-table that includes telephone number and IP addresses, see e.g., column 4, 
lines 10-25 with respect to a translation table. The examiner further notes that the references in 
combination teach that it would have been obvious to locate the translation server at the bridge 
unit or server 20 as taught by Iwami (i.e., Iwami clearly teaches that the translation table is found 
at the gateway or server 20). In response to applicant's arguments against the references 
individually, one cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the 
rejections are based on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 

USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). 
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3. The examiner does not withdraw the obviousness rejection to Iwami in view of Mitel, 
The examiner notes similar reasoning applies as mentioned above in the obviousness rejection to 
Iwami in view of Chang, 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 29-31, 33-38, 39, 40-45, 47-52, and 54-57 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 5,604,737 A to Iwami et al. et al. {"Iwami") in.view of 
U.S. Patent No. 6,198,738 Bl to Chang et al {"Chang"), 

As to claim 29, Iwami discloses a bridge unit and a method comprising a trunk 
line port for receiving and placing COST telephone calls (i.e., fig. 1, between 20 and 3, 
inherently there's a port in order to connect the PSTN network to the server 20) ; a data 
network port and circuitry for placing LAN calls (i.e., fig. 1 between 20 and 1, inherently 
there's a port in order to connect the server to the LAN); conversion between LAN and 
COST telephone calls (i.e., fig 7, 22, fig. 8, col. 1 1, II. 5-15); a digitally-stored lookup 
table (i.e., column 17, 11. 3-7) relating COST telephone numbers to LAN addresses (i.e., 
column 15, 11 41-54, the terminal may have a telephone number so the communication 
may be established and connection to take place) wherein control routine function, 
extract specific data to access the lookup table (i.e., fig. 18, col. 15, 11. 41-55, the 
extension and/or the terminal address has to be extracted in order to be compared) and 
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enabling two people to engage in a live conversation and protocol conversion (i.e., fig. 8, 
col. 1 1, 11. 20 - column 12, 11. 15). See processor 17 in figure 6 with respect to a 
processor for the bridge. 

Iwami may be silent or deficient to teaching IP addresses and the Internet. In 
particular, Iwami teaches a digitally stored table as shown in FIG. 18 that relates COST 
telephone numbers as Extension Numbers 3 1 1 and IP addresses as Communication 
Terminal Addresses 312. In particular, the table shows Communication Terminal 
Addresses as LAN Addresses for LAN network 1 shown e.g., in FIG. 1. Iwami further 
teaches that LAN network 1 may support TCP/IP protocol, see e.g., column 17, lines 45- 
55. The examiner furthermore notes that the LAN addresses appear to be in IP address 
format in FIG. 18. However, the Iwami reference does not explicitly teach the Internet. 

Chang teaches the further recited limitation above with respect to FIG. 1 where 
the Internet is shown as network 20. See also column 1, lines 13-42. Chang also teaches 
a database that contains COST telephone numbers and EP addresses, see e.g., column 4, 
lines 6-25 since the ULS server contains a database of address translations. 

The proposed modification of the above-applied reference(s) necessary to arrive 
at the claimed subject matter would be to modify Iwami by clarifying it is well known in 
the art to transmit TCP/IP traffic over the Internet. 

As such, examiner notes that it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art 
prior to applicant's invention to include the above limitation. In particular, the motivation 
for modifying the reference would be to communicate over widespread networks that 
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further include packetized data. Chang further teaches the above motivation at e.g., 
column 1, lines 26-41. 

As to claim 30, the public network 3 is the PSTN as taught by Iwami, see e.g., 
column 7, lines 1-6. 

As such to claim 31, see similar rejection for the parent claim(s). 

As to claim 33, see e.g., figure 18 of Iwami where the IP address corresponds to 
the telephone number. 

As to claims 34, see e.g., figure 5 of Iwami which shows a flow chart of call 
negotiation from the PSTN to a packet-based network. 

As to claims 35, see also figure 5 of Iwami with respect to the voice mail option. 

As to claim 36, see similar rejection to claim 29. 

As to claim 37, see similar rejection to claim 30. 

As to claim 38, see similar rejection to claim 31. 

As to claim 40, see similar rejection to claim 33. 

As to claim 41, see similar rejection to claim 34. 

As to claim 42, see similar rejection to claim 35. 

As to claim 43, see similar rejection to claim 29. 

As to claim 44, see similar rejection to claim 30. 

As to claim 45, see similar rejection to claim 31. 

As to claim 46, see similar rejection to claim 32. 

As to claim 47, see similar rejection to claim 33. 

As to claim 48, see similar rejection to claim 34. 
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As to claim 49, see similar rejection to claim 35. 

As to claim 50, see similar rejection to claim 29. 

As to claim 51, see similar rejection to claim 30. 

As to claim 52, see similar rejection to claim 31. 

As to claim 54, see similar rejection to claim 33. 

As to claim 55, see similar rejection to claim 34. 

As to claim 56, see similar rejection to claim 35. 

As to claim 57, see similar rejection to claim 29. 
6. Claims 29, 36, 43, 50 and 57 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over U.S. Patent No. 5,604,737 A to Iwami et al et al ("/warni") in view of GB 2 315 190 A to 
Mitel 

As such to claim 29, Iwami discloses a bridge unit and a method comprising a 
trunk line port for receiving and placing COST telephone calls (i.e., fig. 1, between 20 
and 3, inherently there's a port in order to connect the PSTN network to the server 20) ; a 
data network port and circuitry for placing LAN calls (i.e., fig. 1 between 20 and 1, 
inherently there's a port in order to connect the server to the LAN); conversion between 
LAN and COST telephone calls (i.e., fig 7, 22, fig. 8, col. 1 1, II. 5-15); a digitally-stored 
lookup table (i.e., column 17, 11. 3-7) relating COST telephone numbers to LAN 
addresses (i.e., column 15, 11. 41-54, the terminal may have a telephone number so the 
communication may be established and connection to take place) wherein control routine 
function, extract specific data to access the lookup table (i.e., fig. 18, col. 15, 11. 41-55, 
the extension and/or the terminal address has to be extracted in order to be compared) and 
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enabling two people to engage in a live conversation and protocol conversion (i.e., fig. 8, 
col. 1 1, 11. 20 - column 12, 11. 15). See processor 17 in figure 6 with respect to a 
processor for the bridge. 

Iwami may be silent or deficient to teaching IP addresses and the Internet. In 
particular, Iwami teaches a digitally stored table as shown in FIG. 18 that relates COST 
telephone numbers as Extension Numbers 31 1 and IP addresses as Communication 
Terminal Addresses 312. In particular, the table shows Communication Terminal 
Addresses as LAN Addresses for LAN network 1 shown e.g., in FIG. 1. Iwami further 
teaches that LAN network 1 may support TCP/IP protocol, see e.g., column 17, lines 45- 
55. The examiner furthermore notes that the LAN addresses appear to be in IP address 
format in FIG. 18. However, the Iwami reference does not explicitly teach the Internet. 

Mitel teaches the further recited limitation above at e.g., page 9 first full 
paragraph since the gateway provides a one-to-one mapping function between the user's 
telephone number and TCP/IP address. Thus Mitel teaches that it is well known in the art 
to use an IP address. 

The proposed modification of the above-applied reference(s) necessary to arrive 
at the claimed subject matter would be to modify Iwami by clarifying that a translation 
table can also contain IP addresses. 

As such, examiner notes that it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art 
prior to applicant's invention to include the above limitation. In particular, the motivation 
for modifying the reference or to combine the reference teachings would be in order to 
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communicate with the greatest number of possible users. The motivation is also the 
desire to use the network that is most broadly available and therefore preferred. 

As to claim 36, see similar rejection to claim 29. 

As to claim 43, see similar rejection to claim 29. 

As to claim 50, see similar rejection to claim 29. 

As to claim 57, see similar rejection to claim 29. 

Conclusion 

7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Derrick W. Ferris whose telephone number is (571) 272-3123. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9 A.M. - 4:30 P.M. E.S.T. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Wellington Chin can be reached on (571)272-3134. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated ' 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Examiner 
Art Unit 2616_^ 
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